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Francis argues that the district court failed to advise him of certain rights
before his guilty plea. Though there were deficienciesin the plea colloquy, Francis

was otherwise informed of hisrights, and he has not demonstrated that, but for the
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deficiencies, he would not have entered his plea. United Sates v. Dominguez

Benitez, 542 U.S. 74, 83 (2004).

Francis further argues that his sentence was unreasonably high. However, as
the district court explained, Francis received a 135-month sentence, instead of a
higher one, because 135 months is within the guidelines range contemplated by his

pleaagreement. Ritav. United States, 551 U.S. _ , 127 S.Ct. 1456, 2469 (2007).

AFFIRMED.



